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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
volume of the official reports.   
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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.    At t or ney' s l i cense 

suspended.    

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    We r evi ew a r ef er ee' s r epor t  f i ndi ng 

t hat  At t or ney Jennel l e Joset  engaged i n pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  

wi t h r espect  t o her  handl i ng of  t hr ee cl i ent  mat t er s.   The 

r ef er ee r ecommended t hat  At t or ney Joset ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce 

l aw i n Wi sconsi n be suspended f or  s i x mont hs.    

¶2 We concl ude t hat  t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  ar e 

suppor t ed by sat i sf act or y and convi nci ng evi dence.   We f ur t her  

det er mi ne t hat  t he ser i ousness of  At t or ney Joset ' s mi sconduct  
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war r ant s t he suspensi on of  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw f or  s i x 

mont hs.   We al so agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on t hat  

At t or ney Joset  pay t he cost s of  t he pr oceedi ng,  whi ch ar e 

$993. 89 as of  Febr uar y 18,  2008.  

¶3 At t or ney Joset  was admi t t ed t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n 1996 and most  r ecent l y pr act i ced i n Mi l waukee.   On 

June 6,  2005,  At t or ney Joset ' s l aw l i cense was suspended f or  

f ai l ur e t o compl y wi t h cont i nui ng l egal  educat i on ( CLE)  

r epor t i ng r equi r ement s.   On Januar y 20,  2006,  t hi s cour t  

t empor ar i l y  suspended her  l i cense based on her  f ai l ur e t o 

cooper at e i n an Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  i nvest i gat i on.   

Her  l i cense r emai ns suspended.    

¶4 On Januar y 17,  2007,  t he OLR f i l ed an or der  t o answer  

and a compl ai nt  al l egi ng t en count s of  mi sconduct  wi t h r espect  

t o At t or ney Joset ' s handl i ng of  t hr ee cl i ent  mat t er s.   I n al l  of  

t he c l i ent  mat t er s,  At t or ney Joset  was appoi nt ed by t he St at e 

Publ i c Def ender  ( SPD)  t o r epr esent  def endant s i n cr i mi nal  

mat t er s.  

¶5 The f i r st  c l i ent  mat t er  det ai l ed i n t he OLR' s 

compl ai nt  i nvol ved At t or ney Joset ' s handl i ng of  post convi ct i on 

mat t er s f or  I . W. ,  who had been sent enced t o pr i son i n Febr uar y 

2003.   At t or ney Joset  was appoi nt ed as I . W. ' s  post convi ct i on 

counsel  on Apr i l  17,  2003.   At t or ney Joset  wr ot e t o I . W.  and 

sai d she woul d v i s i t  wi t h hi m af t er  she had r ecei ved t he cour t  

r ecor d and t r anscr i pt s.   I . W.  wr ot e t o At t or ney Joset  on 

mul t i pl e occasi ons,  but  she f ai l ed t o r espond.   On Apr i l  9,  

2004,  I . W.  wr ot e t o At t or ney Joset  sayi ng t hat  because of  her  
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f ai l ur e t o communi cat e wi t h hi m,  he was goi ng t o r epr esent  

hi msel f .   I . W.  asked At t or ney Joset  t o send hi m t he t r anscr i pt s 

and ot her  document at i on i n hi s case.    

¶6 On May 2,  2004,  I . W.  wr ot e t o Fi r st  Assi st ant  SPD 

Pat r i c i a Fl ood ( " Fl ood" )  compl ai ni ng about  At t or ney Joset ' s l ack 

of  communi cat i on and her  f ai l ur e t o f i l e an appeal  on hi s 

behal f .   I . W.  asked Fl ood t o have new counsel  appoi nt ed f or  hi s 

appeal  or  el se di r ect  At t or ney Joset  t o del i ver  her  f i l e t o hi m 

and al l ow hi m t o pr oceed pr o se.   On May 12,  2004,  Fl ood wr ot e 

t o At t or ney Joset  aski ng her  t o r espond t o I . W.   At t or ney Joset  

f ai l ed t o r espond.    

¶7 On June 5,  2004,  I . W.  wr ot e t o SPD Ni chol as Chi ar kas 

and compl ai ned about  At t or ney Joset ' s f ai l ur e or  r ef usal  t o 

communi cat e wi t h hi m.   On June 18,  2004,  I . W.  f i l ed a gr i evance 

agai nst  At t or ney Joset  wi t h t he OLR.   On Jul y  7,  2004,  Fl ood 

agai n wr ot e t o At t or ney Joset  sayi ng she had r ecei ved anot her  

compl ai nt  f r om I . W.  and asked At t or ney Joset  t o send her  

compl et e f i l e t o Fl ood so she coul d gi ve i t  t o successor  

counsel .   

¶8 Dur i ng t he OLR' s pr el i mi nar y i nvest i gat i on of  I . W. ' s 

gr i evance,  At t or ney Joset  pr ovi ded copi es of  t hr ee l et t er s she 

pur por t ed t o have sent  t o I . W.   I . W.  never  r ecei ved any 

cor r espondence f r om At t or ney Joset ,  nor  di d he r ecei ve any 

t r anscr i pt s or  f i l e mat er i al s f r om her .   Fl ood was onl y abl e t o 

r ecei ve I . W. ' s case f i l e f r om At t or ney Joset  i n August  of  2004 

when Fl ood went  t o At t or ney Joset ' s of f i ce t o r et r i eve i t .    
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¶9 An OLR Di st r i ct  2 commi t t ee i nvest i gat or  had one 

conver sat i on wi t h At t or ney Joset  and schedul ed a meet i ng wi t h 

her ,  but  t he meet i ng was r eschedul ed and t hen never  t ook pl ace.   

At t or ney Joset  f ai l ed t o r espond t o t hr ee l et t er s f r om t he OLR 

i nvest i gat or .  

¶10 The OLR' s compl ai nt  al l eged t he f ol l owi ng count s of  

mi sconduct  wi t h r espect  t o At t or ney Joset ' s r epr esent at i on of  

I . W. :    

�  By f ai l i ng t o ei t her  advance I . W. ' s 
post convi ct i on i nt er est s or  r esol ve wi t h hi m t he 
cour se t hat  hi s post convi ct i on mat t er s woul d t ake,  by 
never  meet i ng per sonal l y wi t h I . W.  and f ai l i ng t o show 
up f or  sever al  appoi nt ment s t hat  she had made t o meet  
wi t h hi m,  and by f ai l i ng t o r espond t o SPD i nqui r i es 
i n t he mat t er ,  At t or ney Joset  f ai l ed t o act  wi t h 
r easonabl e di l i gence and pr ompt ness i n r epr esent i ng a 
c l i ent ,  i n v i ol at i on of  f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 3. 1 

�  By f ai l i ng t o t i mel y communi cat e wi t h [ I . W. ]  
despi t e hi s November  25,  2003,  Januar y 7,  2004,  
Febr uar y 19,  2004,  and Apr i l  9,  2004 l et t er s,  At t or ney 
Joset  f ai l ed t o keep a c l i ent  r easonabl y i nf or med 
about  t he st at us of  a mat t er  and pr ompt l y compl y wi t h 

                                                 
1 Ef f ect i ve Jul y 1,  2007,  subst ant i al  changes wer e made t o 

t he Wi sconsi n Supr eme Cour t  Rul es of  Pr of essi onal  Conduct  f or  
At t or neys,  SCR Chapt er  20.   See S.  Ct .  Or der  04- 07,  2007 WI  4,  
293 Wi s.  2d xv,  726 N. W. 2d Ct . R- 45 ( ef f .  Jul y 1,  2007) ;  and 
S.  Ct .  Or der  06- 04,  2007 WI  48,  297 Wi s.  2d xv,  730 
N. W. 2d Ct . R. - 29 ( ef f .  Jul y 1,  2007) .   Because t he conduct  
under l y i ng t hi s case ar ose pr i or  t o Jul y 1,  2007,  unl ess 
ot her wi se i ndi cat ed,  al l  r ef er ences t o t he supr eme cour t  r ul es 
wi l l  be t o t hose i n ef f ect  pr i or  t o Jul y 1,  2007.  

For mer  SCR 20: 1. 3 pr ovi des t hat  " [ a]  l awyer  shal l  act  wi t h 
r easonabl e di l i gence and pr ompt ness i n r epr esent i ng a c l i ent . "  
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r easonabl e r equest s f or  i nf or mat i on,  i n v i ol at i on of  
SCR 20: 1. 4( a) . 2 

�  By f ai l i ng t o r espond t o t hr ee l et t er s t hat  wer e 
hand- del i ver ed t o her  home by OLR' s Di st r i ct  2 
commi t t ee i nvest i gat or  and f ai l i ng t o r espond t o 
t el ephone cal l s made by t he i nvest i gat or ,  At t or ney 
Joset  f ai l ed t o pr ovi de r el evant  i nf or mat i on,  t o 
answer  quest i ons f ul l y,  or  t o f ur ni sh document s,  i n 
v i ol at i on of  SCR 22. 03( 6) , 3 act i onabl e t hr ough SCR 
20: 8. 4( f ) . 4 

¶11 The second cl i ent  mat t er  det ai l ed i n t he OLR' s 

compl ai nt  i nvol ved At t or ney Joset ' s r epr esent at i on of  J. R.  

f ol l owi ng hi s f el ony convi ct i on i n Ozaukee Count y c i r cui t  cour t .   

At t or ney Joset  was appoi nt ed as J. R. ' s appel l at e counsel  on 

June 4,  2002.   Tr i al  cour t  t r anscr i pt s wer e f i l ed f r om August  t o 

November  2002.   Bet ween Febr uar y and June 2003 At t or ney Joset  

r equest ed and r ecei ved mul t i pl e ext ensi ons of  t i me f r om t he 

cour t  of  appeal s t o f i l e a not i ce of  appeal  or  post convi ct i on 

mot i on.   At t or ney Joset  f i l ed a mot i on f or  post convi ct i on r el i ef  

and suppor t i ng br i ef  r equest i ng a new t r i al  i n Ozaukee Count y 

c i r cui t  cour t  on Jul y 3,  2003.   The ci r cui t  cour t  conduct ed a 

                                                 
2 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 4( a)  st at es,  " A l awyer  shal l  keep a c l i ent  

r easonabl y i nf or med about  t he st at us of  a mat t er  and pr ompt l y 
compl y wi t h r easonabl e r equest s f or  i nf or mat i on. "  

3 SCR 22. 03( 6)  pr ovi des,  " I n t he cour se of  t he 
i nvest i gat i on,  t he [ at t or ney' s]  wi l f ul  f ai l ur e t o pr ovi de 
r el evant  i nf or mat i on,  t o answer  quest i ons f ul l y ,  or  t o f ur ni sh 
document s and t he [ at t or ney' s]  mi sr epr esent at i on i n a di scl osur e 
ar e mi sconduct ,  r egar dl ess of  t he mer i t s of  t he mat t er s asser t ed 
i n t he gr i evance. "  

4 For mer  SCR 20: 8. 4( f )  st at es i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  
f or  a l awyer  t o " v i ol at e a st at ut e,  supr eme cour t  r ul e,  supr eme 
cour t  or der  or  supr eme cour t  dec i s i on r egul at i ng t he conduct  of  
l awyer s,  .  .  .  . "  
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t wo- day hear i ng on t he mot i on and deni ed i t  i n mi d- Sept ember  

2003.    

¶12 On December  5,  2003,  J. R.  wr ot e t o At t or ney Joset  

aski ng f or  i nf or mat i on about  t he st at us of  hi s case.   J. R.  sai d 

al t hough At t or ney Joset  had t ol d hi m she was goi ng t o f i l e a no-

mer i t  r epor t ,  he want ed her  t o f i l e an appeal .   At t or ney Joset  

f ai l ed t o r espond t o J. R. ' s  l et t er .   J. R.  subsequent l y  

r epeat edl y t r i ed t o cont act  At t or ney Joset  by phone and mai l  

wi t hout  success.  

¶13 On Febr uar y 24,  2004,  J. R.  f i l ed a pr o se mot i on i n 

t he cour t  of  appeal s cal l ed " Mot i on t o Or der  Counsel  t o Compl et e 

Def endant ' s Appeal . "   The mot i on asser t ed t hat  At t or ney Joset  

had not  sought  ext ensi ons of  t i me i n whi ch t o f i l e an appeal  nor  

had she f i l ed a no- mer i t  r epor t ,  nor  had t he ci r cui t  cour t  

per mi t t ed her  t o wi t hdr aw as appel l at e counsel .   The mot i on sai d 

J. R.  had not  hear d f r om At t or ney Joset  s i nce Sept ember  of  2003 

despi t e hi s r epeat ed at t empt s t o cont act  her ,  and she had not  

i nf or med hi m what  she was goi ng t o do r egar di ng hi s appeal .    

¶14 On Febr uar y 25,  2004,  t he cour t  of  appeal s i ssued an 

or der  r equi r i ng At t or ney Joset  t o i nf or m i t  of  t he st at us of  t he 

case.   At t or ney Joset  r esponded by sayi ng she had t ol d J. R.  she 

coul d not  f i l e an appeal  t hat  she bel i eved had no mer i t  and t hat  

hi s opt i ons wer e t o f i l e a pr o se appeal ,  hi r e ot her  counsel ,  

per mi t  At t or ney Joset  t o c l ose t he case wi t hout  any f ur t her  

act i on or  i nst r uct  her  t o f i l e a no- mer i t  r epor t .    

¶15 On Apr i l  6,  2004,  J. R.  f i l ed a pr o se mot i on cal l ed 

" Mot i on t o Det er mi ne St at us of  Appeal "  aski ng t he cour t  of  
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appeal s t o i nf or m hi m about  t he st at us of  hi s appeal  and of  

At t or ney Joset ' s r epr esent at i on of  hi m.   J. R.  asked t he cour t  of  

appeal s t o or der  At t or ney Joset  t o f i l e a no- mer i t  r epor t  and t o 

send J. R.  copi es of  t he c i r cui t  cour t  f i l e and al l  t r anscr i pt s.    

¶16 On Apr i l  14,  2004,  t he cour t  of  appeal s i ssued an 

or der  sayi ng t hat  t he c i r cui t  cour t  r ecor ds di d not  show an 

or der  had been ent er ed memor i al i z i ng J. R. ' s post convi ct i on 

mot i on hear i ng or  t hat  a t r anscr i pt  of  t he hear i ng had been 

pr epar ed.   The cour t  of  appeal s or der ed t hat  no l at er  t han 

Apr i l  30,  2004,  At t or ney Joset  was t o submi t  a pr oposed or der  t o 

t he c i r cui t  cour t  denyi ng t he post convi ct i on mot i on t hat  was 

deci ded i n Sept ember  of  2003.   The cour t  al so or der ed her  t o 

t i mel y f i l e a not i ce of  appeal  and a no- mer i t  r epor t .  

¶17 On June 21,  2004,  t he cour t  of  appeal s r ecei ved a 

l et t er  f r om J. R.  aski ng what  had happened i n hi s case.   On 

June 24,  2004,  t he cour t  of  appeal s i ssued an or der  sayi ng t hat  

At t or ney Joset  had not  submi t t ed a pr oposed or der  t o t he c i r cui t  

cour t .   The cour t  of  appeal s or der ed At t or ney Joset  t o t ake 

act i on or  f ace a $25 per  day penal t y f or  each day af t er  Jul y 2,  

2004,  t hat  she f ai l ed t o compl y wi t h t he cour t ' s  or der .   On 

Jul y 15,  2004,  t he cour t  of  appeal s i ssued an or der  sayi ng t hat  

At t or ney Joset  had f ai l ed t o compl y wi t h t he cour t ' s  or der s of  

Apr i l  14 and June 24 and or der i ng her  t o appear  bef or e t he 

pr esi di ng j udge t o answer  f or  her  noncompl i ance.   The or der  

st at ed t hat  At t or ney Joset  owed an accr ued f i ne of  $200 and t hat  

she coul d avoi d appear i ng i f  she submi t t ed a post convi ct i on 

or der  t o t he c i r cui t  cour t  and pai d t he accr ued f i ne t o t he 
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cour t  of  appeal s,  wi t h bot h act i ons t o be t aken no l at er  t han 

Jul y 23,  2004.   The cour t  of  appeal s sent  t he OLR a copy of  i t s 

Jul y 15 or der .    

¶18 On Jul y 27,  2004,  t he cour t  of  appeal s r ecei ved a 

l et t er  f r om At t or ney Joset  i n whi ch she enc l osed t he $200 

payment  and sai d she had f i l ed t he r equi r ed post convi ct i on or der  

wi t h t he c i r cui t  cour t .   On Jul y 28,  2004,  t he cour t  of  appeal s 

i ssued an or der  sayi ng At t or ney Joset  had not  compl i ed wi t h t he 

cour t ' s  Jul y 15 or der  because nei t her  t he f i ne nor  t he 

submi ssi on t o t he c i r cui t  cour t  had r eached t hem by Jul y 23.   

The cour t  f ur t her  or der ed At t or ney Joset  t o t ur n over  her  case 

f i l e t o t he SPD no l at er  t han August  11.  

¶19 On Jul y 30,  2004,  t he Ozaukee Count y c l er k of  cour t  

r ecei ved a l et t er  f r om At t or ney Joset  dat ed Jul y 23 encl osi ng a 

pr oposed or der  r el at i ng t o t he post convi ct i on mot i on hear i ngs 

t hat  concl uded i n mi d- Sept ember  2003.   On August  4 t he c i r cui t  

cour t  ent er ed an or der  denyi ng t he post convi ct i on mot i ons.  

¶20 Bet ween l at e Oct ober  2004 and mi d- Mar ch 2005 t he OLR 

sent  r epeat ed l et t er s t o At t or ney Joset  aski ng f or  i nf or mat i on 

about  t he J. R.  case and al so r equest i ng i nf or mat i on about  her  

medi cal  condi t i on and her  l aw pr act i ce.   Whi l e At t or ney Joset  

pr ovi ded some i nf or mat i on,  she f ai l ed t o f ol l ow up wi t h t he OLR 

and never  pr ovi ded her  f i l e f or  J. R. ' s case.  

¶21 The OLR' s compl ai nt  al l eged t he f ol l owi ng count s of  

mi sconduct  wi t h r espect  t o At t or ney Joset ' s r epr esent at i on of  

J. R. :  
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�  By f ai l i ng t o advance J. R. ' s appeal  or  f i l e a 
no- mer i t  r epor t ,  and by f ai l i ng t o pr epar e a r equi r ed 
or der  denyi ng t he post convi ct i on mot i on or  t o r espond 
t o or der s f r om t he cour t  of  appeal s,  At t or ney Joset  
f ai l ed t o act  wi t h r easonabl e di l i gence and pr ompt ness 
i n r epr esent i ng a c l i ent ,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 1. 3.  

�  By f ai l i ng t o i nf or m J. R.  of  t he st at us of  hi s 
case whi l e r equest i ng and r ecei v i ng f our  ext ensi ons 
f r om t he cour t  of  appeal s t o f i l e a not i ce of  appeal  
or  post convi ct i on mot i ons,  and by f ai l i ng t o i nf or m or  
r espond t o J. R.  bet ween Sept ember  2003 and Febr uar y 
2004,  At t or ney Joset  f ai l ed t o keep a c l i ent  
r easonabl y i nf or med about  t he s t at us of  a mat t er  and 
pr ompt l y compl y wi t h r easonabl e r equest s f or  
i nf or mat i on,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 1. 4( a) .  

�  By f ai l i ng t o compl y wi t h cour t  of  appeal s '  
or der s t hat  wer e i ssued on Apr i l  14,  2004,  June 24,  
2004,  and Jul y  15,  2004,  At t or ney Joset  knowi ngl y 
di sobeyed an obl i gat i on under  t he r ul es of  a t r i bunal ,  
i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 3. 4( c) . 5 

�  By f ai l i ng t o r espond t o OLR' s December  28,  
2004,  l et t er  r equest i ng her  case f i l e i n t he J. R.  
mat t er  and f ai l i ng t o r espond t o OLR' s Mar ch 11,  2005,  
f ol l ow- up l et t er ,  At t or ney Joset  f ai l ed t o pr ovi de 
r el evant  i nf or mat i on,  t o answer  quest i ons f ul l y,  or  t o 
f ur ni sh document s,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 22. 03( 6) ,  
act i onabl e t hr ough SCR 20: 8. 4( f ) .  

¶22 The f i nal  c l i ent  mat t er  det ai l ed i n t he OLR' s 

compl ai nt  i nvol ved At t or ney Joset ' s r epr esent at i on of  J. M. ,  who 

was sent enced i n Mi l waukee Count y c i r cui t  cour t  t o 30 year s i n 

pr i son and f i ve year s ext ended super vi s i on f ol l owi ng hi s  

convi ct i on of  t wo f el ony count s.   At t or ney Joset  was appoi nt ed 

as J. M. ' s appel l at e counsel  on or  about  August  6,  2002.   

                                                 
5 For mer  SCR 20: 3. 4( c)  pr ovi des t hat  a l awyer  shal l  not  

" knowi ngl y di sobey an obl i gat i on under  t he r ul es of  a t r i bunal ,  
except  f or  an open r ef usal  based on an asser t i on t hat  no val i d 
obl i gat i on exi st s;  .  .  .  . "  
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At t or ney Joset  f i l ed a mot i on f or  post convi ct i on r el i ef  whi ch 

was deni ed by t he c i r cui t  cour t  on Febr uar y 18,  2003.    

¶23 On Mar ch 11,  2003,  At t or ney Joset  f i l ed a not i ce of  

appeal .   She l at er  f i l ed a st at ement  on t r anscr i pt .   On June 3,  

2003,  t he cour t  of  appeal s i ssued a not i ce of  del i nquency i n 

r egar d t o t he f i l i ng of  J. M. ' s br i ef .   At t or ney Joset  f i l ed a 

mot i on t o ext end t he t i me t o f i l e t he br i ef ,  and t he cour t  of  

appeal s ext ended t he deadl i ne t o Jul y 7.   On Jul y 3,  2003,  

At t or ney Joset  f i l ed anot her  mot i on t o ext end t he t i me t o f i l e 

J. M. ' s br i ef  and she event ual l y f i l ed i t  on Jul y 8.   The cour t  

of  appeal s deemed i t  t i mel y f i l ed.   The st at e f i l ed i t s 

r esponsi ve br i ef  on August  6,  2003.   At t or ney Joset  di d not  f i l e 

a r epl y br i ef .   At t or ney Joset  never  i nf or med J. M.  she f i l ed a 

br i ef  on hi s behal f  or  t hat  t he st at e f i l ed a r esponse br i ef .  

¶24 On Januar y 25,  2004,  J. M.  wr ot e t o t he c l er k of  t he 

cour t  of  appeal s  aski ng i f  At t or ney Joset  or  t he st at e had f i l ed 

br i ef s and when.   The cl er k r esponded.   On Apr i l  20,  2004,  t he 

cour t  of  appeal s i ssued a summar y di sposi t i on or der  af f i r mi ng 

J. M. ' s j udgment  of  convi ct i on and al so af f i r mi ng t he deni al  of  

hi s post convi ct i on mot i on.   At t or ney Joset  di d not  i nf or m J. M.  

of  t he cour t  of  appeal s '  or der .   On May 20,  2004,  At t or ney Joset  

f i l ed a pet i t i on f or  r evi ew.   Her  cover  l et t er  i ndi cat ed she had 

sent  copi es of  t he pet i t i on t o appel l at e counsel  f or  t he st at e 

and t o J. M.   On May 21,  2004,  J. M.  wr ot e t o t he c l er k of  t he 

cour t  of  appeal s  compl ai ni ng of  poor  communi cat i on wi t h At t or ney 

Joset  and aski ng i f  she had f i l ed a pet i t i on f or  r evi ew.   The 

cl er k r esponded.   On June 2,  2004,  appel l at e counsel  f or  t he 
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st at e f i l ed an af f i davi t  of  no ser vi ce sayi ng t he pet i t i on f or  

r evi ew had never  been ser ved on t he at t or ney gener al .   Thi s 

cour t  deni ed t he pet i t i on f or  r evi ew on Sept ember  16,  2004.   

J. M.  di d not  l ear n of  t he cour t ' s  deci s i on unt i l  Febr uar y 14,  

2005,  when he agai n cal l ed t he c l er k ' s of f i ce.  

¶25 J. M.  subsequent l y f i l ed a gr i evance agai nst  At t or ney 

Joset  wi t h t he OLR.   The OLR mai l ed At t or ney Joset  a copy of  

J. M. ' s gr i evance and sent  var i ous f ol l ow- up l et t er s.   At t or ney 

Joset  f ai l ed t o r espond.   On December  6,  2005,  At t or ney Joset  

was or der ed t o show cause why her  l i cense shoul d not  be 

t empor ar i l y  suspended f or  her  f ai l ur e t o cooper at e wi t h t he 

OLR' s i nvest i gat i on of  t he J. M.  mat t er .   At t or ney Joset  di d not  

r espond,  and on Januar y 20,  2006,  t hi s cour t  i ssued an or der  

t empor ar i l y  suspendi ng her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.    

¶26 The OLR' s compl ai nt  al l eged t he f ol l owi ng count s of  

mi sconduct  wi t h r espect  t o At t or ney Joset ' s r epr esent at i on of  

J. M. :  

�  By f ai l i ng t o i nf or m J. M.  of  case devel opment s,  
i ncl udi ng t hat  At t or ney Joset  had f i l ed a br i ef  wi t h 
t he cour t  of  appeal s on Jul y 8,  2003,  t hat  she had not  
f i l ed a r epl y br i ef ,  and t hat  she had f i l ed a pet i t i on 
f or  r evi ew on May 20,  2004,  At t or ney Joset  f ai l ed t o 
keep a c l i ent  r easonabl y i nf or med about  t he st at us of  
a mat t er ,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 1. 4( a) .   

�  By f ai l i ng t o t i mel y f i l e a wr i t t en r esponse t o 
OLR' s i nvest i gat i ve l et t er s dat ed Apr i l  13,  2005,  May 
19,  2005,  and June 17,  2005,  At t or ney Joset  f ai l ed t o 
f ul l y  and f ai r l y di scl ose al l  f act s and ci r cumst ances 
per t ai ni ng t o t he al l eged mi sconduct  wi t hi n t went y 
days af t er  bei ng ser ved by or di nar y mai l  wi t h OLR' s 
r equest  f or  a r esponse,  and f ai l ed t her eaf t er  t o 
t i mel y r espond t o OLR' s i nvest i gat i ve ef f or t s,  and 
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t hus f ai l ed t o cooper at e wi t h an OLR i nvest i gat i on,  i n 
v i ol at i on of  SCR 22. 03( 2) ,  act i onabl e pur suant  t o SCR 
20: 8. 4( f ) .  

�  By f ai l i ng t o r espond t o OLR' s i nvest i gat i ve 
l et t er  dat ed Sept ember  25,  2005,  or  t o t hi s cour t ' s  
or der  t o show cause why her  l i cense shoul d not  be 
suspended f or  f ai l i ng t o cooper at e i n OLR' s 
i nvest i gat i on i n t he J. M.  mat t er ,  At t or ney Joset  
wi l l f ul l y  f ai l ed t o pr ovi de r el evant  i nf or mat i on and 
t o answer  quest i ons f ul l y,  or  t o f ur ni sh 
document at i on,  and t hus f ai l ed t o cooper at e wi t h an 
OLR i nvest i gat i on,  i n v i ol at i on of  SCR 22. 03( 6) ,  
act i onabl e pur suant  t o SCR 20: 8. 4( f ) .  

¶27 At t or ney Joset  never  f i l ed an answer  t o t he OLR' s 

compl ai nt .   Cur r y Fi r st  was appoi nt ed r ef er ee i n t he mat t er .   On 

May 21,  2007,  t he OLR f i l ed a not i ce of  mot i on and mot i on f or  

def aul t  j udgment .   The OLR al so f i l ed a memor andum r egar di ng 

sanct i ons and asked t he r ef er ee t o r ecommend t hat  At t or ney 

Joset ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw be suspended f or  s i x mont hs.   

The OLR poi nt ed out  t hat  t he case i nvol ved a number  of  

aggr avat i ng f act or s.  These i ncl uded a pat t er n of  mi sconduct ,  

mul t i pl e of f enses,  i nt ent i onal l y  f ai l i ng t o compl y wi t h r ul es or  

or der s of  t he OLR,  t he vul ner abi l i t y  of  t he v i ct i ms,  s i nce al l  

wer e i ncar cer at ed i ndi v i dual s,  har m t o c l i ent s due t o t he del ay 

i n pr ocessi ng t hei r  cases,  and At t or ney Joset ' s subst ant i al  

exper i ence,  s i nce she had pr act i ced l aw f or  t en year s.   The OLR 

not ed t he case al so pr esent ed a number  of  mi t i gat i ng f act or s 

i ncl udi ng t he absence of  a pr i or  di sci pl i nar y r ecor d,  absence of  

a di shonest  or  sel f i sh mot i ve,  possi bl e per sonal  or  emot i onal  

pr obl ems,  and t he f act  t hat  t he OLR' s di st r i ct  commi t t ee 

i nvest i gat or  opi ned t hat  At t or ney Joset ' s mi sconduct  was 

at ypi cal  of  her  usual  char act er .    



No.  2007AP150- D   

 

13 
 

¶28 The OLR sai d i f  At t or ney Joset ' s l i cense wer e 

suspended f or  a shor t er  per i od of  t i me t han si x  mont hs t her e was 

no assur ance she woul d be f i t  t o r esume pr act i ce s i nce her  

communi cat i ons wi t h t he OLR wer e spor adi c at  best ,  and i n or der  

t o pr ot ect  t he publ i c a s i x- mont h suspensi on woul d r equi r e her  

t o af f i r mat i vel y pr ove her  f i t ness t o pr act i ce l aw by 

successf ul l y pet i t i oni ng f or  r ei nst at ement .   The OLR al so not ed 

t hat  i n May of  2005 At t or ney Joset  had i ndi cat ed she was 

f i ni shi ng up on a l i mi t ed number  of  cases and i nt ended t o l eave 

t he pr act i ce of  l aw f or  a whi l e i n or der  t o get  some heal t h 

i ssues r esol ved.   The OLR sai d i t s mor e r ecent  i nf or mat i on was 

t hat  At t or ney Joset  was act i vel y  t eachi ng mul t i pl e cour ses at  a 

l ocal  col l ege r el at i ve t o t hei r  par al egal  degr ee pr ogr am.  

¶29 The r ef er ee' s r epor t  and r ecommendat i on wer e f i l ed on 

Januar y 29,  2008.   The r ef er ee gr ant ed t he OLR' s mot i on f or  

def aul t  j udgment  and f ound t hat  al l  of  t he al l egat i ons al l eged 

i n t he OLR' s compl ai nt  had been pr oven.   The r ef er ee f ur t her  

agr eed wi t h t he OLR' s r equest  f or  a s i x- mont h l i cense suspensi on 

and r ecommended t hat  At t or ney Joset  pay t he cost s of  t hi s  

pr oceedi ng.    

¶30 Thi s cour t  wi l l  adopt  a r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  

unl ess t hey ar e c l ear l y er r oneous.   Concl usi ons of  l aw ar e 

r evi ewed de novo.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  

Ei senber g,  2004 WI  14,  ¶5,  269 Wi s.  2d 43,  675 N. W. 2d 747.   The 

cour t  may i mpose what ever  sanct i on i t  sees f i t  r egar dl ess of  t he 

r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Wi dul e,  2003 WI  34,  ¶44,  261 Wi s.  2d 45,  660 N. W. 2d 686.   
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The r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  have not  been shown t o be cl ear l y  

er r oneous,  and we adopt  t hem.   We al so agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s 

concl usi ons of  l aw.   We f ur t her  agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s 

r ecommendat i on f or  a s i x- mont h suspensi on of  At t or ney Joset ' s 

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.   Fi nal l y,  we agr ee wi t h 

t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on t hat  At t or ney Joset  be r equi r ed t o 

pay t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.  

¶31 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Jennel l e London 

Joset  t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a per i od of  

s i x mont hs,  ef f ect i ve t he dat e of  t hi s or der .  

¶32 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 60 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der ,  Jennel l e London Joset  pay t o t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.   I f  t he cost s ar e not  

pai d wi t hi n t he t i me speci f i ed and absent  a showi ng t o t hi s 

cour t  of  her  i nabi l i t y  t o pay t he cost s wi t hi n t hat  t i me,  t he 

l i cense of  Jennel l e London Joset  t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n 

shal l  r emai n suspended unt i l  f ur t her  or der  of  t he cour t .  

¶33 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat ,  t o t he ext ent  she has not  

al r eady done so,  Jennel l e London Joset  compl y wi t h t he 

pr ovi s i ons of  SCR 22. 26 concer ni ng t he dut i es of  a per son whose 

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n has been suspended.    
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